In preparing Table 1 for the above mentioned article, a wrong reference for 1D-FCS was used and we have cited the values given for the 2D-FCS by reference "Capoulade et al. 2010" overseeing that these values are not contained in the published abstract. Therefore, this reference should be deleted and the text should be revised accordingly as outlined in the corrected Table 1 shown below.
In addition, the values in the last row of Table 2 have been confused unintentionally. They had been determined for free EGFP with RICS in different cellular areas as shown elsewhere (Gröner et al. 2010 ). Therefore Table 2 should read as given below.
The footnote d in the caption of Table 2 has to be changed accordingly to read "The 1D-FCS data were acquired with the STFM ( Table 2 and Fig. 4 " should read "For HP1 a comparison between FRAP, RICS, pFCS, and 1D-FCS is made in Table 2 and Fig. 4 ".
On page 106, in the section "FCS with plane excitation and detection", the statement "This setup is referred to here as 2D-FCS. It was recently introduced to conduct first mobility measurements of fluorescent beads with ms time resolution (Wohland et al., 2010) and fluorescent proteins with μs time resolution inside living cells or tissues (Capoulade et al. 2010) ." should read "This setup was recently introduced to conduct mobility measurements of fluorescent beads with ms time resolution inside living cells or tissues (Wohland et al., 2010) ."
In the caption of Fig. 4 , the statement: "For HP1 the spatial/temporal resolution associated with RICS is not sufficient. This issue can be addressed by using a 2D-FCS setup in which light sheet illumination is combined with detection of intensity fluctuations on an EMCCD (Capoulade et al. 2010; Wohland et al. 2010) ." should be removed since no 2D-FCS data for HP1 were available.
The reference "Capoulade et al. 2010" is no longer cited in the text and should therefore be removed from the reference list.
The authors regret any confusion these errors may have caused. 
